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REPLY TO EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



In response to the Examiner's Answer mailed March 20, 2007, Applicant 
respectfully requests consideration of the following remarks. 



REMARKS 

Appellant is filing this reply to the Examiner's Answer ("Answer") to respond to 
the Examiner's statements made in the Answer. In particular, Appellant is responding to 
only to the Examiner's interpretation of Narayanaswami in the "Response to Arguments" 
section on p. 16 of the Answer. These arguments presented herein in no way detract from 
Appellant's original arguments presented in the Appeal Brief. 

Appellant's independent claims recite three devices coupled to a network: 1) a 
shared network access device, 2) a consumer electronic device, and 3) another device. 
As claimed, the shared network access device can be accessed by the consumer 
electronic device and the "another" device. In the Answer, the Examiner interprets 
Narayanaswami 's personal smart pointing device as equivalent to Appellant's consumer 
device and Narayanaswami 's personal computer, personal digital assistant, or wireless 
phone as Appellant's shared access network device. As a result, the Examiner is 
apparently interpreting Narayanaswami 's network that is formed by the coupling of the 
personal smart pointing device to the computer, personal digital assistant, or wireless 
phone as equivalent to Applicant's claimed network. However, Narayanaswami does not 
teach or suggest a third device (the "another device") coupled to such a network that can 
access the personal computer, personal digital assistant, or wireless phone. 

Furthermore, the Examiner asserts that it is "widely known that a personal 
computer, personal digital assistant or wireless phone may be connected to a network and 
once connected a consumer electronic device such as the pointer device in 
Narayanaswami along with other devices may access the shared network access device 
such as a server providing data to the shared network access device." Because the 
Examiner asserts that it is "widely known", Appellant is assuming that the Examiner is 
taking Official Notice of the missing element. However, the Examiner did not make such 
a rejection as recited in the "Grounds for Rejection" of the Answer. Moreover, Appellant 
respectfully submits that it is improper to add new grounds of rejection without explicitly 
stating so. See MPEP §1207.03. 

Nevertheless, Appellant respectfully objects to such Official Notice and requests 
the Examiner to cite references is support of his position. Furthermore, Appellant 
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respectfully submits that Narayanaswami does not even suggest that a server can access 
the personal computer, personal digital assistant or wireless phone. 

Therefore, Narayanaswami does not teach or suggest a shared network access 
device that is accessible by a consumer electronic device and another device coupled to a 
network. 



Claims 1-32 are currently pending. In view of the foregoing and remarks, 
Appellant respectfully submits that the pending claims are in condition for allowance. 
Appellant respectfully requests the Board to remove the Examiner's objection and allow 
the pending claims. 

If the Examiner determines the prompt allowance of these claims could be 
facilitated by a telephone conference, the Examiner is invited to contact Eric Replogle at 
(408) 720-8300 x7514. 

Deposit Account Authorization 

Authorization is hereby given to charge our Deposit Account No. 02-2666 for any 
charges that may be due. Furthermore, if an extension is required, then Applicant hereby 
requests such extension. 



SUMMARY 



Respectfully submitted, 



BLAKELY, SOKOLOFF, TAYLOR 
& ZAFMAN LLP 
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